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THE PRESIDENT: Mr. President, and members and guests 

of the National Association of Broadcasters: 

Before going to your questions, ladies and gentlemen, 
I have an announcement with regard to decisions I have made ■ 
as a result of the lifting of the oil embargo. 

First, it will. not be necessary for us tO' have 

compulsory rationing in the United States. 

Second, effective this Sunday, I have rescinded the 
order which closes all service stations on Sunday. 



^ Third, Director Simon is increasing allocations 

to industry and agriculture so that they can have the 
necessary energy to operate at full capacity. 

Fourth, with regard to those gasoline lines which 
have troubled us in several places in the country, we will 
now be able to allocate additional gasoline with the purpose 

o diminishing the lines, and we hope eventually eliminating 
them. 



Now, it is necessary for us to keep this development, 
however, in perspective. We must recognize that as far as 
price is concerned, the pressure on prices will continue because 
the oil we import from abroad, from, for example, the Arab 
oil-producing countries, costs approximately twice as much 
as the oil we produce in the United States. 

Also, with regard to the shortage, it is not yet 
over. We still have an anticipated shortage of perhaps 
b to 8 percent in ^ the United States. Therefore, it will be 
necessary to continue our voluntary program of car-pooling and 
also of slower driving. 



Third, with regard to the energy shortage generally, 
s °’^lu point to the necessity for action in one area. When 
we o an energy shortage, the greatest shortage of energy 

is the lack of energy on the part of Congress of the United 
tates in getting to work and passing the legislation that 
will produce more energy in the United States of America. 



MORE 



(OVER) 




Page 2 



Now as ail you ladies and gentlemen of the press 
know, and I am sure this audience knows , there are now 17 
bills before the Congress which have not been acted upon 
which would deal with the problem of increasing the 
supply of energy. 

Among those that come to mind that would have 
an immediate effect if they were enacted would be first, 
the deregulation of natural gas, so that we can have 
additional supplies of natural gas, which we have in great 
abundance and which is the cleanest fuel that we could 
possibly have. 

Second , it is necessary to develop not only in 
tenms of production but also exploration, the sources 
of energy that the Federal Government has in various 
installations across the country, particularly in Elk 
Hills . 



• 4 - 1 . - 4 - .j. 1 . third, it ,is essential in terms of energy 

that uhe Congress act on the legislation that I have 
reques ced which would relax environmental restrictions whicl 
at the present time do not allow the mining! of coal and 

coal, and coal is, of course, as you know, our 

° 63 percent of all the coal 

in the free world, and it should be used at this time 

when we do have an energy shortage. 
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So much for the short-term activities. In addition 
to that , the Congress has before it a number of bills 
which would, affect the long-term problem.” For example, 
authority to build deepwater ports; for example, authorities 
that would speed up the construction of nuclear plants, which 
in the long-term, is going,, to be one: of the major sources of 
energy in the United Stated. 

I have said i anctas yq^ h^e^eard me say on many 
occasions, the purpose of p:he lJi^tec»S’mtes is to develop" 
our energy resources which we have in abundance so that by 
the year 1980 the United States will be completely independent 
of any foreign source. for our energy. We can accomplish 
that goal . . 



But we can accomplish that goal only if the Congress 
quits dragging its feet on- the proposals that they now have 
before them and have had before them for several .months . I 
trust, with the cooperation of the Congress and the support 
of the American people, wfewill.sbe a^le to have action, 
and action soon, on these measures . ' 

That is the only announcement I have, and I under- 
stand Mr. Johnson is. entitled to the . first question . 

QUESTION: You said repeatedly that you will not 

resign, and yet today. Senator James Buckley called for you 
to perform an extraordinary act of statesmanship and courage, 
voluntary resignation, as he put it the only way by which the 
Watergate crisis can be resolved. . 

Would you comment on the import of this statement 
coming from a (Conservative United States Senator and whether 
it might cause you to rea^ess ^ur -SdsS.tion? 
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presiBEHT-! Wezr first. It does not cause me to 
TOas®e«8-my, position, although I, of course, do respect the 

the. Senator and by others , perhaps 
some sitting here-, who share that view. 

■'.) v' - ■ 

oTMo V. ^ point I wish to make, however, is that when we 
° > if I could address^that from- a personal 

tandpomt first of all', it perhaps 4ould be an act of 

whil'p^?-h^° ^ point out,- however, that 

"i3.ght be an act of courage to run away from a job 

anffia^7?r 

intend^to- do believe is right, and that is what I 

Mr . Johnson , I would not want to leave your 

^ I . am thinking 

rLm^th. e Buckley also addressed. 

United States‘^'’°^''-’' Statesmanship, for a President of the 
nited States, any President, to resign because of charges- 

?a^Ln®in"'tL “,f becausrL® Ld 

n mighi be good I’-i ** be not statesmanshin . 

aL ifluL it would be bad statesmknship , 

Ohanood e System of government would be 

futuK Presidents, and all generations in the 



Constitut^d^o^ simply, is this: the 

removif^J:^™ Provides a method by whioh a President oan be - 

and lew * w™ °'^toe. impeachment — impeachment for treason 
is no?Suiitrof‘"tr^ if a President 

made which S knows Ire^S^: ’ and°if^sf 

d^"d^ =barges’an%"as^a%“?ilt’^:rhi: S?ing 

future rrt^L^:t‘“-irb:vL 

Government in the United States of Ameriol “datable 
wnniH United States and the free world, the whole 

p^i?dc::r^L%e:^"?ir?irpon:if ^ 

maybe I better resign. ” ® °™’ 

+.^ V example; I have often said 

difficuirdef'^^^ Washington -Press Corps that the most 
last ?n ^ ^ in my first term was the very 

wI?r?hTNo^?rvLtn nego?iI^?:ns 

targets^in North Vietnam in the nL^rLfS^ph^o^g^ 
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The' bombing began, we lost planes, and at that time 
I can assure you that not only my friends but many others 
who had supported the actions that I had taken to attempt 
to bring the war in Vietnam to an honorable conclusion, 
criticized and criticized very strongly what ’ I had done. 

Great newspapers like the Chicago Tribune, the 
Washington Star, that had previously editorially supported 
me, for example, were among them, and many Senators as well 
as other public figures spoke out. As a matter of fact, one 
Senator said, "The President has taken leave of his senses." 
Now I had ho hat'd feelings about that, I made him an 
Attorney General. (Laughter) 

The day after Christmas , some of ray closest 
advisers felt that because a poll that they had taken 
privately indicated- that I had dropped 20 points in the 
polls since the bombing began, that I should consider 
stopping it-. I considered their advice. I did not take it. 



MORE 




Page' 6 • 



I ordered the bombing to continue. I ordered, 
as a matter of fact.', it to be increased on military targets. 
Five days, later, the deadlock was- broken and as a result of 
that action, an unpopular action, but an action which I felt 
was right, the longest war in ; America' s history was •■■brought 
to a conclusion and our prisoners of war were brought home, 
as I have often said, on their feet rather than on their 
knees . , , . 



. . Now., I want future . Presidents to be able 'to make 
hard decisions even though they think they may be . unpopular , 
even though they think they may brihg them down in. the polls, 
- they may think they may , bring upon them 

Lxeism from the Congress which could result in demands 
that he resign or be impeached. 

want fu-ture Presidents to be able to take the 
strong, right decisions that he believes are right. That is 

what I did then-, and that is what I intend to do in the 
future. 



After that answer, it is only right for me to 
turn to the left. (Laughter) 

n QUESTION: Mr. President, Tony DeHaro, KRIS-TV, 

orpus Ciristi, Texas. While the Vietnam war was on and we 
as a Nation had to supply a military force, a couple of 
nations plus our own with food, fuel and just basic 
commodities, well, in short, all of the things that we now 
find expensive and scarce, why is it with the drain now 
over and even before the oil embargo began we, instead of 

surpluses, find ourselves with high price shortages • 
nomli?^ things back a little closer to 



not onlv • + ™SIDENT: The reason why we have the shortages 

ntl of food, which, of course, as you know, 

,o^^jfore the energy crisis, and resulted in an upsurge 
.n food prices but also in energy, is that it is not jSst 
a. U.S, crisis but a world crisis • 



a ^ sense, that is good because all over the t 

Serev ani ® Uttle better, people are using more 

S to produce more energy 

and produce more food in order to deal „i?h these shor^aJeS^ 

crisis as 1^^=" ■^^®.y''tted States we are moving on the energ 
Md we f “ was -at IS now, I think, reduced to a problem - 
and we are also trying to move in the food area. ^ 

e way to move is to see to it that we increase production. 

not just c^^rSl ^L'^priSf WeS 
down is not to control prices 

quits producina ^ Prices at a level where the farmer 

?he war?rge?\r?lf ^ producer of energy will not sell. 

I am agains? Lntrols ir?hi^ produce more. That is why 

and we will get the nri’opt: areas. We must produce more, 

wiJ-x get the prices down, and I think that we shall. 
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QUESTION: Mr. President, Jay Solomon, WOOL News, 

Columbus , Ohio . Our Middle East policy has seemed to point 
three ways --.support for .Israel , keeping , access to Arab oil, 

and containing the. Soviet influence. It seems to be touchv 

at best. But now with the Arab oil embargo lifted and ^ 
with Egypt seeming to lead the way in that regard, what 
does that, do to ,U. S . -Middle .East policy, especially should 
push come to shove as regarding to Israel? 



THE PRESIDENT: I realize that many of those who 

support Israel and its independence, as I have since that 
State came into existence, wonder about the policy of the 
United States, which is' now one designed not only to be a 
friend of Israel but to be a friend of Israel’s neighbors, 
and I would only suggest that in terms of the future of 
Israel, it is much better to have the United States a friend 
of Israel’s neighbors and thereby able to influence and perhaps 
restrain their policies rather than an enemy or with no 
communication. 



And so, therefore, our policy is designed to 
accomplish these things: 



One, we will continue to support the independence 
and the integrity of the State of Israel. 

Two, we will continue to try to seek not only 
renewed relations with Egypt but with other countries., with 
which those relations have been broken, as you know, in the past 
growxng out of the June 1967 war. , 



Let me make one thing very clear. Being a friend 
of one of Israel's neighbors does not make us an enemy 
of Israel. In the long-term interests of Israel, and in 
the long-term interests of all of the countries in tho 

Mideast, it is vital that the United States play a constructive 
and positive role.. 



. example, the progress oh the Syrian disengagement, 

which will be even more difficult than the disengagement on 
^the Israeli-Egyptian front, is a nev?s, item which I. think 
G-ap® over the ticker just a few moments ago. This is a 
positive move. 
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We have a long way to go. But in the long-term, 

be that a U.S. role in the Mideast must 

be one that works .with all. the countries in the area 
that are willing to work with, us. 

Derhanc Other point that I should make that I know is 

p rhaps not included in your questioh, but is implicit 

Sat"Z ?""fi°-^that are asked in this fieL^wh^is it 
hat we follow this attitude in the Mideast =>+ +•• 

when the Soviet Union seems t “be at a , time 

allege, an obstructionist attitude in ?he"fidla?l.“^^“ 

the Mideast say, there c^hnot be permanent peace in 
a roL ^rge^ir' BU? 

peace in tho M'a* also, there cannot be permanent 

L fL L Se f ® Soviet Union is against it. 
concerned Union and the United States are 

Mideast but^in^^^’^®®^® always the same in the 

this%^^a\“ /iy. M?-.Breahney two years ago. 

the^problem of peace in the MideLwilHt^LlS 



interest not "2^ always agree. But it is to the 

of the Soviet countries in the Mideast, but 

fperman^S 

points iri' the one of those fiash- 

ofthe U S aL important to the interest 

and we union than a place uke Vietnam, 

area of tte Jorld? two superpowers in that. 

permanent peice working; toward 

working with the Sovi ^ 0 *^’ neighbors, and 

is wilfinric worf -IJ ■^*’® Soviet Union 

everybody concerned”^ **’® interest of 



QUESTION: Mr. President. 

the PRESIDENT: Mr. Jarriel 



of ABC. 



that question^’'Sr“'pnrM’' ^ like to follow up 

with r\p:rter’ upin tL'wddie Zr'" 

the oil embargo lifting Middle East, you said that if 

neg^otSi:„°:“ ® =~e??ecnn'?L“p::c1"^ 

to the news record according 
basis Of a re":^ln ?unS " conditional 

Kissinger break^off recommend that Dr. 

Syria and Israel until therp^*^ m the negotiations between 
of the embargo? ^ final lifting 



also 
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THE PRESIDENT: No, I will not. And I . w-ill not for this 

reason: That what the decision was, as I understand, Mr. 

Jarriel, was that the Arab countries would meet again in 
June to review the situation. It was not a decision 
with a condition . 

Now , as far as our policy in the Mideast is 
concerned, we seek a permanent peace as an end in ’'itself. 

Whatever happens to thg oil embargo, peace in the Mideast 
would be in our interest and in the interest of the whole world. 

As far as the oil embargo is concerned, it is in 
the interest of those countries that imposed it, as well 
as the United States, that it be lifted. The two should go 
parallel. Inevitably, what happens in one area affects 
the other, and I am confident that the progress we are 
going to continue to make on the peace front in the 
Mideast will be very helpful in seeing to it that an 
oil embargo is not reimposed. 
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QUESTION: Mr. President,ai: am''Paal-'M&G6nigle, ' 

from KOY Radio in Phoenix. You have become so -aecessibl© *■ 
aot only with Washington news conferences but with 
appearances such as these., a group of us were- talking a 
while ago that it is difficult ■ to- think of something new ■ 
to ask on. a subject that; hasn’t been, beaten to death like 
Watergate. -i for example, and ( Laughter ) — 

THE PRESIDENT: Oh, ask that, I am used to it. 

(Laughter'). . 

QUESTION: What I would like to ask YOU, eir, is 

why this accessibility has not marked your Administration 

throughout the entire tenure of. your years in the White 
House? 



. PRESIDENT : Well , with forums like this I 

think I should be more accessible, I agree. 



No , seriously , the press conference is a very 
useful medium through which a President can convey his views 
o the American people. There are times, however, when a 
press conference, a President determines, would not be 
useful, because of very sensitive negotiations that are going 
on where even a "no comment” could be very unhelpful. 



would suggest that in the future, as I see the 
nn likely that I will continue to have a considerable 

number of meetings with the press, and I would welcome the 
opportunity to take the questions that people from Phoenix 
and the Washington Press Corps ask. I will try to answer 
them as responsibly as possible. 



QUESTION: Mr. , President, 

Nashville, Tennessee, 



Chris Batsaris , 



WLAC-TV , 



T President, it appears likely that the House 

vnu^h^^I^ *^°^"iitteeia4giat subpoena the tapes and records which 
vou Wo to give to them. My question is this. Will 

y nor such a subpoena and turn over such records if that 
becomes the case? 
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THE PRESIDENT; Well, I think in response to that 
question, I should put it in perspective by pointing out 
what we have already provided to the committee and what our 
general policy is and what the status appears to be at the 
present time with regard to possible future furnishing of 
information. I have already directed that all of the 
information that we turned over to the Special Prosecutor 
which includes 19 tapes and over 700 documents to be turned 
over to the House Judiciary Committee. In addition, I 
have directed that seven Government agencies turn over 
several boxloads of documents that they requested be turned 
over so that they could conduct their investigation. 

In addition to that, as you know. Judge Sirica 
yesterday directed that the records of the Grand Jury, any 
records that might be pertinent to this investigation be 
turned over to them. That was done not only without our 
opposition but with our acquiescence because we want them 
to have all the facts they need to conduct a thorough inquiry. 
Before, however,' they have examined any of this material, 
they demanded 42 more tapes , sCverail hundred documents , ^rid 
access to every document and/or tape, in effect, which is 
in the White House . 

Now, on that point we are still discussing the 
matter with Mr. Dear, counsel for the committee , and 
Of course he is discussing it with the committee members . 

The reason that we do not say, "Come in and bring your 
U-Haul trailer and haul it all out"- very Simply is this : - 

It is not because of a lack of desire to cooperate. It is, 
first, because we believe that the committee has enough 
information to conduct its investigation and to see whether 
any charges it may have against the President are true of 
false . 
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r Second)- insofar^; as additional dpcuinents are 

concerned , in other .words ,^:virtua^^ a hunting license 
>: fishing lioe-nae or whatever .you ;wa^ it- 

the. Whita fiO;i^,e . is ■•concerned I a?n following the- 
precedent .that every President, Democratic .and Republican-, 
since the time of Washington has 'followed, and that is of ' 
defending the confidentiality of Presidential conversations 
and communications . - - ,. 



. i realize that many think,, and I understand that 
that this is simply a way of hiding information that 
they should -be entitled to, but. that isn’t the real reason 
The reason goes far deeper than that. 



In order to make the. decisions, that a President . 
must make, he .must have free, unhibited .conversations with, 
his advisers and with others and if the time, comes when. ■ 
hos^ who come to. acivise -the President . assume that. anythinfi- 
they sa.y,^eyen though it is very unpopular at, -the moment, 
is going to be turned -over later and made public all hf>- 
is going to find ,1s a .bunch of "Yes" men around him -or V-' 
ones thaj are ping, to pay it so safe that he isn ft ’going,- 
o get the variety of views he needs to make, the right -' 
kind of decision. ’ ^ 



bo 



, ■the House , Committee is concerned * 

any question^^th^+ ^ you ..know,, , to answer 

submitted in writing. I have . agreed 
to meet pth the chairman of the committee and the ran^ng - 

that’ttev r answer orayy any other questions 

.. St- Clair, White House Counsel, is 

discussing ;With Mr. Doar. what other methods might be found- 
whereby we can cooperate. 

But of one thing I am sure: To provide this 

huge amount of documents and all of the tapes would only 
have the effect of prolonging, an investigation that has 
already gone on too long because, believe me, dragging out 
Watergate drags down America, and I want to brinf U fo 
a conclusion as quickly as we can. 

at Bayto^^^^^^* President, Carl Connerton, KWBA Radio 

ment at portion of 1960 , you made a state- 

^ ^ called your last press conference, stating 

r'f ir:ia have Ni.o„ to hioh around 



MORE 




13 ' . 

THE PRESIDENT: Before this audience I answer 
that? (Lau^'ter) No, I realize that perhaps — incidentally, 
the year was (laughter! — after I lost for President 

probably didn'tNfe®! I should have any difficulties with the ..press, 
I had had enough 'already . So, after 1962, with no 
political future, I said that I didn't intend to be 
participating in politics and thoroughly expected that 
would be the case. Ahd that therefore, the press would 
enjoy kicking somebody 'else around other than me. 

But to come to -the heafit of your question, there 
is always, as my friend, rt^w retiiTedj^of the' ¥ashington 
Star, Jack Horner, senior ¥hite House correspondent for 
many years, said, "There is always an adversary relationship 
between the President and the press, " — that is healthy, 
that is good. 

I think the press has a right to criticize the 
President and I think the President has the right of 
self-defense. I would suggest , also, that we should 
follow this rule: The President should treat the 

press just as fairly as the press treats him. 

QUESTION: Henry Keys, Unf-^ed Press International in 

Washington, Mr. President^ I wonder Uf you would explain the dif- 
ference between a Statement. .yoU jj^ade j^ast August regard ing_ payments 
to the Watergate defendants and ii^hat y\ju said at your 
press conference this month. n 

'"(.a, 

You will recall that in August, you said you were 
told that the funds were being raised; f,^r attorneys' fees 
and this month that Mr. Dean had told y^q, the money was to 
be used for keeping the defendants quiet, fnot simply 
for their defense. Could you explain the difference 
between this? 
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/ the PRESIDENT: Well, as I stated in Chicago., 

; stateinent on Manch , the 6th was incoirrect insofar* as 
, it said that I learned that paynients had been made prior* 
to the time that the demand for blackmail by Mr* Hunt -- 
^TTeged demand for blackmail, I should say, since it has 
not yet been tried -- that payments had been made for the 
purpose of keeping defendants still. 

I should have said they were alleged to have 
been made, because as a matter of fact, those who were 
alleged, to have made payments to defendants for their 
defense fees and for their support Mr. Ehrlichman, Mr. 
Haldeman, Mr. Mitchell <9s>ll have denied that that was the 
case. T!:iey have said.it was only for the support of the 
. defendants and only for their attorney’s fees, which would 
b§ completely proper. 

Under the circumstances, therefore, it would not 
be appropriate for me to say anything further on this 
point, because^ these men have a right, now, in a court of 
law, to establish their innocence or to have established the 
guilt, if they are guilty, of whether or not the payments 
were made for one purpose or the other. 



QUESTION; Cu,.rtis Beckmann, News, Director, WCCO Radio, 
Minneapolis. 



This is a follow-up to yoiir comment about 
increasing production and decontrolling prices.. Some 

cattlemen’s groups. are now predicting another round of beef 
shortages this fall because, ^of, the current low price Of 
the farm level. of cattle. .,The prices are way down^' and 
with the experience of controls on food that we have had, 
especially beef, what steps would you anticipate in handling 
another beef shortage which they are expecting in the fall? 

THE Pj^SIDENT : I am sorry , that I have to tell the 

audience there is an echo in the room. 

Did you say food or fuel? 

QUESTION; Food and beef. 



PRESIDENT; 



beer , that is sure food. 









situation with regard to pressure on prices 

It is not over. For example, 

Pr, • J-^fl^tionary effects of the energy problem will continue 
to push prices up until we get more production. 

Insofar as food is concerned, the prospect is 
better. We expect a very big harvest of grain foods, par- 
tioularly. But as far as beef prices, which is your point. 

Of t^fa"? difficult one'^because 

bee?L - and I am not an expert on how 

beef is raised. Here in Texas you can find a lot of them 

I am sure, and also how to write it off. (Laughter) But ’ 
thTh % problem is that in the case of beef, ttat 

Sit Jfwtn h^t°" a"' up to the point 

xnat It will have a downward pressure on prices. 
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However, looking at prices generally, I can say 
this, across the board: VJhile we will continue to have 

a difficult time as far as the Consumer Price Index is 
concerned- throu^ the balance of the second quarter, and 
possibly 'into the- third quarter we. believe that the upward, 
pressure, on prices, will- then begin to subside, and in the 
latter half of the- third quarter and in the last quarter, 
that the food — not only the price 'level -.generally, 
but the food price level, even including beef, will be 
on a downward trend, 

I do not mean by that that we are going, to see 
the prices come down in the way that we would like it, 
because prices: are always too high if you can’t make it with 
the family budget, ..But I do mean to say that our projections 
are that in the.: latter- part of this year that the rise in . the 
CPI , which has plagued us. primarily — 6 0 percent of the , 
cause- of the rise of the CPI, for example, in the last 
quarter, has been due to energy and food — that the rise 
in the CPI would begin to abate and we hope to continue 
policies that .will assist that. 



MO Pi: 




QUESTION: M]% President, I am David- Day with the 

Texas State Network in'^il'ort Worth; You and Members of your. 
Administration have saiS, that you do not expect the country to 
go into a serious recession. Yet a newly released Harris poll 
indicates that a big majority of Americans believe that we 
are in a recession novn What do you think is causing, this 
illusion of an economic recession in the minds of 68 percent 
of the people? . ' 

THE PRESIDENT: Because 80 percent of the people 

listen to television and radio. (Laughter) 

Seriously, I think Mr. Harris's poll would probably ■ 
have been the same last year in 1972 when we had one of the 
best years of our history. But let us look at the situation 
with regard to recession -- what it is now, what will it be 
at the end of the year and what it will be in the next year. 

At the present time unemployment is at -5.2 percent. 
That is higher than we would like, but that is the lowest ■■ 
peace-time unemployment we have had in 11 years. In 1961, in 
19 62, in 196 3, the only peace-time years of the 60 's, un- 
employment averaged 5 . 7 percent . So on the unemployment 
front 3 we certainly are better off than we were before. 

Second, with regard to recession, the economy, we 
would have to be very candid in admitting, has in the 
past few months and will for the' next few months, be in a 

period due primarily to the energy crisis which we 
have been passing through and to other factors. 

Hovi^ever, the projections are that as we enter the 
latter part of the year, unemployment will go down, the 
price level will abate and by that time I think that the 
American people will become convinced, I trust they will, 
that they are not in a recession. 

I can only say that in terms of recession, there is 
no greater goal of course of any President or of any adminis- 

than to adopt policies that will see that every 
American has a job who is able and willing to work, and 
that he is able to balance his family budget at prices he 
can afford to pay. 

QUESTION: Mr. President, I am Albert E. Voecks, 

of WSM, in Nashville, Tennessee. I would like to follow up 
the question which the gentleman from Phoenix, Arizona, 
asked, on the accessibility of the Presidency to the people. 

You answered affirmatively regarding news conferences. 
Last Saturday night there was a side of President Nixon re- 
vealed to the American public which hasn't been seen too 
often in thepast few years. Do you plan to bring this side 
P^^sident Nixon out and get to the people more often? 

the PRESIDENT: I left my Yo— yo in Nashville. 
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QUESTION: Mr. President, I am Don Owen 

of KSLA-TV in Shreveport, Louisiana. You made the 
statement that to drag out Watergate is to drag down 
this 'country. Do you feel that this country would be 
better off tonight and in the immediate years ahead if 
the Watergate break-in had gone undetected and that the 
actions of that group of people had never been reported 
to the American people? 

THE PRESIDENT: Certainly hot. The action was 

wrong, the action was stupid. It should never have 
happehed. It should not have been covered up, and I 
have done the very best that I can over the past year 
to see that it is uncovered. 

I have cooperated completely with not only the 
Grand Jury, but also with other investigative agencies 
and have waived executive privilege perhaps further than 
I should in terms of the office of the Presidency in 
order to cooperate . 

When something happens like this, to say "Cover 
it up, forget it;' when.it is wrong,’, this Of course is 
completely against oUr American system of values and 
I would very, very seriously deplore it. 

I would also suggest, not by way of defense, 
but I was often criticized after the '60' campaign that 
I always ran my own campaigns. In the year 1972, I am 
afraid I was too busy .wjLth the trip to China , . th.e 
decision on May 8 with fegArd to the bombing 'aind mining 
in the Haiphong area, the. --trip to the Soviet . Union , 
the negotiations in ViethSm which brought, that' war to a 
conclusion,' that I frankly paid too little attention to 
the ■ caiiipaign. 

NOW, I don't inteh^ tobe in another campaign, 
needless to say,- Hut I also want. to say that if I had any 
advice for cahdidafeS in the future, "Run your own 
campaign, regardless of what the press says." 
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QUESTION: 
Fort Worth. 



Nr. President, Russ Thornton, WRAP In 



^ _ Concerning, those men still listed as missing in 

action in Southeast Asia, could you tell us what is being 
done to; determine their fate and do you think a Complete 
accountability is possible? 

-tih -t-h president : Well tp those , who are .listening — 

and there are perhaps ,1,500 is the number, I think, ' 

presently MIA's who have not been accounted for — I can 

working on this problem continually 
Since the 'peace agreement was signed. 

had some success, but not enough.. We ate 
continuing to discuss, it, with the North Vietnamese.. I 

tonTLT^ hopes, but I can say that as 

I can office I am going to do everything that 

Dain and a accounted . for , because I know the 

er?h^ir mothers and fathers 

^erJorna®r® them,, as I know the hearts of all 

al^rio^ Pn^’ -r that your Administration 

that^we vet aN ,io do . everything he can to see 

xnar we get an accounting,. : 



QUESTION: .:.'Ral<:^hi Renick, WTVJ, in Miami, Florida. 

„ P^®sident, . at your news conference ..last October' 26 

you^pre^particularly, critical of broadcast report-ing. ?of 
mentioned the network TV reporting, calling it vicipus , 

?iiS Natipnal News Cpuncil subsequently 

the White Hpuse specifics on those 

provided. Do you still feel tonight 
teing victimized by television reporting, 
or reporting, and cpuld you be more specific? 

telPvic* PRESpENT: Well, as far as network reporting and 

Is news isponcernad, I realize that baHl^^ ^ 

leopirdon?^ gpd news is not news. I realize, too, that 

?hem by bei^ “in« I dcn'N ‘’N"® “dually win 

rx-F +.-k ^ against. I don t mean to say that in criticism 

Of a °Td” P""" or^e j^b 

S od -t-nvestigative reporter. 

friend fr^rMw"-’" “V long-time 

served by me in talkiL^? ^ ^hink any useful purpose would be 
T.PcT-rr,r, = i talking to many of the Washington press, the 

P ^ ^ press, and our friends from- the NAB to discuss thp 

President’s problems with the press. discuss the 
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Let me just say this : I am not obsessed by how 
the press reports me. I am going to do my job and I am 
not going to be diverted by any criticism from the press 
fair or unfair, from doing what I think I was elected 
to do, and that is to bring peace abroad, and I trust 
prosperity without war and without inflation at home. 
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QUESTION: Mr. President, Norman Wagy, Storer Broad- 

casting, Washington,.,, Since your :rather foi;'ceful comments last 
Friday about our relations with our European allies , both the 
French Foreign Minister and the French Ambassador to the 
United States have responded apparently in a friendly manner. 

What is your reaction to their response and 
have you had a reaction from any other European nations? 

THE PRESIDENT: I was, of course, happy to see the 

response, very, I thought, proper response on the 
the part of our French friends . As you know , when I came 
into office our relations with France were very poor. I 
met with General DeGaulle on two occasions , and I have since 
met with President Pompidou on two occasions. In addition 
to that, we have developed a much better relationship with 
the French in the sixties, and I won’t go into why 
that happened, but I think that much of the fault was ours 
rather than theirs at that time, although both must 
bear some of the blame. 

But coming to the heart of your question, which 
is with regard to the whole reaction of Europe, let me 
restate the policy of the United States with regard to 
Europe . 



This Administration is well known for having 
started negotiations with those that we weren’t talking 
to for twenty years — the People’s Republic of China. Why? 
Because they are the leaders of one-fourth of all of the ... 
people on this earth and it is far better to talk to them 
now than it is to wait until later when they would be a very 
very great superpower with, of course, the ability to 
use that strength even against us or our allies. 

Second, we have started negotiations, some of 

by members of the press and others, 
with the Soviet Union. Those negotiations have resulted 
in finally beginning to limit nuclear arms, avoiding a crisis 
or at least avoiding a confrontation in the Mideast 
developing into a crisis which could have been far worse 
and also a number of other areas that we think are quite 



^ time that we have begun to seek better 
relations with those who are our adversaries, it was my 
thought that this year . 1974, should be a yiar in whiL 
we should shore up and develop a better relationship and a 
closer relationship and consultation with our friends. 



Europe was about. 

made considerable progress on it. 



We have 
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As far as agreement with regard to seciirity —• 
in other words, the NATO Alliance, the declarations that - 
were being prepared, for a possible njeeting at the 
the heads of government -- have gone Very well. Now, ; 

Poiffical; and economic field, in the dealings between .. 
TOe Nirie"j the European Communitjj and the United States those;; 
iscussions have not gone well. They have not gone well 
ue to the fact that "The Nine” at times, have hot consulted... 
wi us, we think, fully or in time. And second, in some • areas.* 

aye actually taken a position which is hostile to the 
United States. ■ . • . 



. , under the circumstances, therefore, the trip- * ' 

1 laarf thought I would take to Brussels, and other Europe^ 

Brussels, to sign a communique with,.. 
«r«^nvi' 4 - ° V ^ ^relationship, not only with regard to 
T foi+ also, in the economic and political field, 

no a postponed. I felt it should be post- 

fhis reason: You must never go to the summit 

to 3cnow what is on the other side. When you go- 

summit leaders have broad differences 

not over with diplomatic double-talk, that does- 

not serve the cause of good relations. 



to K . >j some rather direct statement needed.., 

ou-n ® ® from this side of the Atlantic with regard to ,, 

^ would say with regard to the nations of 
Fi)r,o^^* have had communications, with other 

out ^ believe that we are going to work ■ 

field ^ ^f^®rences that we have in the economic and political; 



oontT« +.^ mean by that that we are not going to 

Coi«uni?y,°„ih°be^rer°i; because the free Europe, European. 

+>,,1 !. , ^ great economic unit. But I do 

sepiir-.-f+r * t3jne that the United States furnishes the - 
on-p V ^ ®^3.eld for Europe that we can at least expect from.,- 
witVi allies and friends that they will consult 

work actively against us in the political 
xieid or the economic field. 



noin+- is that point I was trying to make. The other: 

Saifthc^li ^ b%aborate on. too. Some ■ 

that I A ^ Result of my statement in Chicago 

s-long with the Mansfield Amendment, or 

reduce our forces, and 1 am 
sure that question was in your mind, as well. 

what ha„„.5 ■bhat regardless of 

menta ^ terms of the economic and political arranga. 

worW aeff ■" “ ''ibal interests of peace in thi 

well «r?, ^ bhe interests of the security of .%nerica as ' 

thf>T>^'V that -Alliance be continued ^ ^nd that 

it in American forces in Europe unless., 

with the Soiiet'^on.”^'"' course,. 
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That, of course, will be one of the subjects we 
will discuss when I go to meet with Mr. Brezhnev. 

So, I will continue to. work for a continuation 
of cooperation in that field. The point I was making 
in Chicago, and I must speak very bluntly, and everyone 
in this audience knows it, there is growing in America 
a new sense of isolationism. After Korea, after 
Vietnam, many Americans say, "Let us bring everybody 
home. We have carried the burden long enough. Bring 
them home from Europe and bring them home from Korea, 
and other places in the world , and we will take care 
of ourselves.” 
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That is good short-range politics. It is disastrous 
long-term statesmanship, because the United States must 
play, as the major free world power, a positive role in 
Europe, and in Asia, if we. are to be able to -have a 
generation of peace and perhaps an even longer period 
of peace . . . ^ ^ 



And so we will , continue to work with our European 
friends even though we, at times, disagree. But they m.ust 
understand that in the event that their policies in the 
political and economic fields appear to be hostile to us , 
it is going to be hard for any President, including this 
President, strong as I am fo.c the alliance, to get through 
the Congress the necessary apprcpriationr. ■ to continue doing 
what I think we have, to do for . their security and ours. 

Tliat point needs to be made, I think they 
understand it. And as a result of their understanding it, 

I believe we are going. to make progress in the economic 
and political fields. 

QUESTION: Th^k you, Mr. President. Dan Rather, with 

CBS News. Mr. President , Mr, President -- 

THE. PRESIDENT: Are you running for something? (Laughter) 

QUESTION:. • No, .sir, Mr. President; are you? (Laughter) 

Mr, President, I believe earlier that you said 
that you had cooperated completely with the Grand Jury 
investigation. It was my ing>ression, and I; could be wrong 
about this, but that, the record shows that that is not quite 
the fact; that number one, that the .Grand Jury asked that 
you come down and tell your side of some stories they had 
heard, and that you declined to do that; and number two, 
that the Special Watergate Prosecutor, Mr. Jaworski , 
indicated in a letter to the Senate that he did not get all 
of the evidence that he thought he needed, and I would 
be interested in hearing you. reconcile what I believe is 
on the record of these previous statements. 

My basic question is this: That in recent days 

you have, in effect, attempted to define the limits of the House 

Judiciary Committee investigation, what evidence that. they 
have access to. Now since the Constitution, and I think 
without qualification, clearly.- as signs to the House of 
Representatives, impeachment investigations , how can the 
House meet its constitutional responsibilities while you, 
the person mder investigation, are allowed to limit their 
access to potential evidence? 

THE PRESIDENT: Which one of the questions do you 

want me to answer? (Laughter) 

First, with regard to the first part of the 
question, Mr. Rather, what I was referring to with regard 
to cooperation was that Mr. Jaworski, at the time he handed 
down the indictments, said that he had the full story on 
Watergate. You reported that on CBS, I think, as did other 
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li- 
re ports rs } quite properly. ~>- 

Now as far as appearing before the Grand Jury 
was concerned, I respectfully declined to do so, and 
incidentally, I would advise no President of the United 
States to appear before any Grand Jury. That would be not 
in the interest of the Presidency of the United States. 

Mow , if you would repeat your second question so 
that we can keep our train of thought. 

QUESTION: Well, the second question had to do with 

the House impeachment investigation. I pointed out that you 
have sought to limit, to define the limits of that investi- 
gation, what evidence they have access to and what evidence 
they should not have access to. 

Now, given the constitutional assignment to the 
House of Representatives of an impeachment investigation 
without qualification, how can the House committee do its 
job as long as you, the person under investigation, is 
allowed to limit their access to potential evidence? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, Mr, Rather, referring to 

the House of Representatives, just like the President., it 
is bound by the Constitution. The Constitution says 
specifically that a President shall be impeached for 
treason, bribery or other high crimes or misdemeanors. 

It is the Constitution that defines what the 
House should have access to and the limits of its investi- 
gation, and I am suggesting that the House follow the 
Constitution. If they do, I will. 



MORE 




Page 25 



QUESTION: Mr. President, Grant Price, KWWL, 

Waterloo, Iowa. 

I would Tike to go back to the questio'h of food 
production, if T may. Your Administration has asked our far- 
mers to embark on all-out production, I believe , as one of 

your as papt of your program. In view of some of the 

USDA miscalculations of the past, notably with respect 
to th© impact the |feed grain exports last year on domestic 
reserves, what assurance do the farmers have that their 
super output will not lead to a disastrous break in farm 
prices as iri fact has already occurred in the beef feeding, 
industry. 

THE- PRESIDENT: Well , first , let me say, that 

despite what is called a disastrous break in' farm prices , 
the farmers have never had it so good. 

Second, we want them to have it good because the 
farmers anen 't' going' to • produce unless Tie gets a good price, 
and I know Iowa well because, as you know, I was stationed 
there during the war. 

The secpnd point I would like to make is this: 

With ^ regard ’to theT'USDA, 1 don’t think we can be too 
critical of their predictions becadse there is one thing that 
the USDA, with all of their expertise, cannot control and 
that is the weather. 

The weather throws them of f sometimes . This year, 
however,' Secretary Butz, for whom I have very great . respect , 
has collected these facts ^ and I have gone over it with 
him overhand over again. He assures me' that the feedi 
grains will continus j that we-' are going to . have a bumper cnpp 
to begin with, but second-,' with regard to the demand, the . 
demand world-wide-, is^ still going to be very big, ' ’ 

' I do' not' expect that the farmers of this country 
are going to have a bad year in 1974. But the prices that 
they had, for example, $1.^.: fpr soybeans,-,that was too high. 

Now perhaps it is $7. That is still about $3 more than it was 
when it was $4. And $7 is pretty good. 

I am simply suggesting- that the, farmers 

are concerned,- I think they are doing, very well, and our policies 
our policies -of opening- -new markets for them abroad — 
and that is one thing that our negotiations with the Europeans 

is all about. ■■-' ' • - ' ' " ■ - 

_ ■ ■ We believe that Europe’s 'markets ■ should be' open ■ 

to our farmers rather than closed. We believe that Japan’s 
markets should be open t© our farmers ra'ther. than closed. 

So, , we will have plenty 'of markets abroad, but at the same ' 
time, we want to see to it that in our export programs abroad 
we don t create shortages here which forces prices that ’the 
housewife pays to exorbitant heights because our first concern 
iswhat the American housewife pays for things, and we are 
not going to be exporting so much that we have shortages here 
at home to feed our cattle and to do the other'.things that 
are necessary to keep prices on a reasonable basis. 
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QUESTION: Mr. President, Tom Brokavj of NBC News. 

Following on my colle^ague, Mru Rather Vs question, you.risferred 
here tonight as you Kave in the past,- about what you call 
the precedents of past Presidents in withholding White House 
material from the Hous.e Judiciary Committee, but other 
Presidents protecting the confidentiality of their conversaiitions.« 
were not the subject of impeachment investigations , Mr . 

President , and in fact many of them wrote that the House 
Judiciary Committee, at least Congress, had the right to 
demand Wliite House materials in the course .of impsachment 
investigations. i . ; ■ 



And history shows that Andrew Johnson gave up 
everything that the Congress asked him for when he was the. 
subject of impeachment investigation. V 

So, Mr . President , .my question is this: Aren't 

your statements on that matter historically inaccurate or 
at least misleading? 

THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Brokaw, it is true, as you say, 

that the only other President who was exposed to an impeach- 
ment ^ investigation was Andrew Johnson j and in so far as that 

.of your question, is concerned, you are 

correct. 



However, in so far as the principle of confidentiality 
is concerned, that principle still stands and it affects 
an impeachment investigation as well as any other investigation 
because in the future if all that a Congress under the con- 
trol of cin opposition party had to do in order to get a 
president out of office was to make an unreasonable demand 
to go through all of the files of the Presidency,, a demand 
which a President would have to. refuse, then it would mean 
that no President would be strong enough to stay in office 
to resist that kind of demand and that kind of pressure. It 
would lead to instability. 

It would destroy , as I have indicated before , the ' 
principle of confiden-tiality . 

With regard to the problem., I simply want to say 
this: It is difficult to find a proper way to m®®t the 

demands of the Congress. 1 am trying to do so and trying 
to be as forthcoming, as possible . But I also have, another .. 
responsibility. 1 must think not of myself but I must think 
also of future Presidents of this country and I am not 
going to do anything and. I am . not . going to give up to any 
demand that I believe would weaken the Presidency of the 
United Sta-tes. I will not . participate in the destruction 
of the' office of the President of the United States while 
I am in this office. 

QUESTION: Thank you, Mr.. President 

, end (At 8:00 PM CDT) 




